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(from the ancient Greek), signifying an atemporal spatiality that subsists not 'in the long' but 'in the round', has not won intellectual support, even amongst his closest admirers. 10 The ambitious plan to construct in a Parisian public garden a physical monument to symbolise the concept of 'chora' has come to nothing.
11
Instead of separating Space from Time, it is important to acknowledge that the two are intrinsically and inextricably paired. It was long ago noted that the impact of Einsteinian relativity was not to abolish time or space but to formulate a new understanding of their linkage. The 1908 commentary from Hermann Minkowski, the mathematician and one-time tutor-cum-student of the younger Einstein, realised that new ways of thinking were required:
Henceforth space by itself, and time by itself, are doomed to fade away into mere shadows, and only a kind of union of the two will preserve an independent reality. 12 The intrinsic linkage of Space and Time is known as Space-Time or, as a minority of users (myself included) prefer, Time-Space. 13 Reversing the noun sequence gives priority to the dynamic force of Time. But either way, the conjunction makes a powerful formulation, whose implications are taking time to be fully appreciated. Indeed, it is still commonly repeated that Einstein has abolished absolute time ('everything is relative'), without realising that he has left absolute Space-Time, or absolute Time-Space, intact.
One powerful factor promoting the Temporal Turn is the growing awareness of complex long-term climate changes across the world. That case clearly relies upon evidence, deployed by experts in many disciplines, that is based upon longitudinal data and experience over time. 14 Another factor promoting the Temporal Turn is the intellectual exhaustion of the many varieties of structuralist, post-structuralist, and deconstructionist thought, which focused upon immanent structures as opposed to long-term historical trends. 15 Readings, New York, Macmillan, 1964, p. 297. 13 Simultaneously, the Temporal Turn is encouraged by the atrophying of postmodernism, the cultural offspring of post-structuralism in the twenty-first century. This school of thought also doubted the human capacity to understand phenomena through time. It was severely anti-historical, at least in its assumptions. 'Histories are what historians write', was a firm belief, signifying that 'histories are merely the invention of historians'. Historical truth, according to this view, is a pure illusion, masking currencies of power. 16 However, critics were not slow to express dissent. 17 There are through-time processes that are beyond the invention of historians, who are through-time temporal beings themselves. In fact, the very nomenclature of 'post'-Modernity implies a temporal sequence of 'before' and 'after'.
Thinking entirely without any concept of Time is more difficult than it might seem.
Furthermore, postmodernist theorists, who deride Modernity and its alleged accomplice, the eighteenth-century Enlightenment, themselves show relish rather than disdain for through-time judgments. They do not hold back from expressing strong views on both past and present. Ultimately, then, the improbability of sustaining an anti-historical stance by invoking historical concepts has defeated the project. In particular, the challenge of making through-time moral and historical judgments, on epic issues like Holocaust Denial, showed that there is a limit to Postmodernist scepticism about the discipline of History. If there is no valid checking and weighing of rival interpretations by assessing evidence from the past, then all history-writings must be equally subjective, based upon no more than assertion. The only valid criteria of judgment would be aesthetic ones. But whose personal preferences should take priority? There would be no grounds -to take an extreme case -to 21 Now, the coming Temporal Turn is energising many disciplines, including (rather too slowly) the recently-humbled discipline of economics. 22 And it is re-energising the study of History -a subject which constantly scrutinises its core reliance upon through-time interpretation and evidence from the past. 23 c.1700-1830 or from c.1700-1850. 33 The Temporal Turn encourages more of such rethinking, on an ever grander canvas.
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Fresh thinking about the names for different historical periods is also revitalising the study of the past. Current nomenclature and periodisation is often very antiquated and contested ('Renaissance', 'Enlightenment' 'Modernity'). There's nothing wrong per se with keeping such traditional terms. Yet it can become unhelpful when old labels are seriously out-of-kilter with updated information and interpretations. For example, the label of Prehistory (first coined 1851) for the millennia before humans started to become literate is absurd. The old assumption was that 'History' depended exclusively upon studying written records, so that anything before their advent was untraceable Prehistory. 35 But today countless non-written sources are being adroitly used to study the pre-literate human past.
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Moreover, non-literate communities in literate eras are not excluded from historical enquiry.
Why then omit pre-literate humans? 'Big History', by contrast, links all of human history with that of our precursor hominids.
A further criticism of the concept of Prehistory is that it seems to imply that early people lived in a static antechamber to 'real' history, being governed by brute 'biology' before human 'culture' had begun. by events with particular meaning for men. Instead, the boldest feminist pioneers promised a new 'Herstory'. 40 It would, they maintained, revolutionise both the chronology and epistemology of the subject. Yet the claims proved over-hyped. 41 The study of women's history (and now men's history too) is greatly enriching the broad field of gender history, which in turn enriches all history. The new field has not, however, produced a new timetable for a separate women's history, let alone a new epistemology. Nor does it now expect to achieve such grandiose aims.
Collectively, historians should now be able to acknowledge instead that there may be big or small turning-points that apply to men and women as humans together, as well as continuities and/or trends outside such schematic turning points that may apply to the genders either separately or together. It is neither necessary nor feasible to subsume all women's history under that of men or, of course, vice versa.
There is, however, one and powerful potential barrier to fresh thinking in the form of historians', 'urban historians', 'art historians' 'gender historians'; but even then period subdivisions are likely to be invoked, such as 'medieval economic historians', and so forth).
These period divisions are useful in dividing up and familiarising the immense research field of History. Moreover, individual historians are often, but not invariably, very attached to such labels. In particular, smaller sub-fields (that is, small in terms of their number of practitioners), such as 'medieval history', often attract emotional as well as intellectual adherence from specialist practitioners. That response applies especially if the sub-field is felt to be embattled, in which case mutual solidarity among its practitioners is a vital defence mechanism. Yet excess attachment to all these outdated labels may impede fresh thought, whilst forcing historians stuck in the old frameworks into intellectual contortions or intellectual weariness.
In recent decades, the imperative demand from academic administrators and from grant-giving authorities has been for more 'interdisciplinarity'. It has become an unexamined buzz-word, which sounds good. But, in the case of History, which is already an interdisciplinary subject within its own many sub-fields, it would be considerably more productive to call for inter-temporality.
Customary assumptions among academics, publishers and the wider public continue meanwhile to aid the forces of tradition. And a further barrier to new thinking about period divisions is the difficulty of finding agreed alternatives. It is relatively easy, for example, to criticise the term 'Middle Ages', Latinised adjectivally as 'medieval', on the grounds that the years in question -in Europe from (say) the eleventh to fifteenth centuries -are certainly not in the 'middle' of all human history or even in the 'middle' of relatively recent European history. 42 Yet it is much harder to find an agreed alternative, let alone to get others, even among specialists, to adopt any new nomenclature. In particular, it is worth noting that publishers and the media tend to be particularly conservative about the choice of period names/dates, which tends to curtail innovation in big publications. Looking at Time's three dimensions in turn, macro-transformations or radical discontinuities in History come in many forms, when different trajectories and moments of major change coincide. These big upheavals are often dubbed 'Revolutions'. 43 In practice, however, far from every change, which is so-named, is as 'revolutionary' as another. To take one example, the American colonies' struggle for independence from Britain was dubbed by Richard Price in 1784 as the 'American Revolution' 44 and many today still retain the term as is historic name. Moreover, given the force of familiarity, its nomenclature is highly likely to
persist. Yet the revolt proved to be more of a classic post-colonial transfer of authority than a complete social upheaval. It did indeed lead to an innovative constitutional settlement, which important long-term cultural as well as political implications -although even in that regard there were elements of retained tradition (seen, for example, in the prerogative powers transferred from the British monarchy to the American presidency). But particularly in social terms, it can be argued that the revolt caused and encouraged rather than stemmed from a profound upheaval. 45 In particular, the existence of slavery was left unchanged in the southern states, when independence was finally wrested from Britain in 1783. Expectations of instantaneous and, especially, of universal change thus often prove far too simplistic. When people intone solemnly, after some great crisis: 'Things are changed for ever' or 'Nothing will ever be the same', they are surely wrong. Yet major upheavals, turning-points and transformations do happen, encouraging historians and journalists alike to find a more complex set of classifications and terminologies for different degrees and forms of macro-change.
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Very long-term, gradual changes in History also benefit from reconsideration.
'Evolution' in human affairs has attracted less theoretical attention than has 'Revolution'. Some 'revolutions', as already noted, prove much more revolutionary than others.
And some are actually undone or reversed, tugged by the forces of conservatism, or diverted or perverted by rival forces of transformation. Thus, while revolutions can achieve dramatic changes and a cleansing of the Augean stables, they also risk turning into something unexpected, unwanted, contradictory, or fearsome. 55 Revolutionary change thus tends to get a good press with the ardent and optimistic; but violent upheavals can prove disappointing, counter-productive, and sometimes positively dangerous, unleashing the unexpected and undesired in similarly violent measure.
Evolution or micro-change, meanwhile, has the capacity to make historical adaptations palatable and/or uncontested by proceeding in small incremental stages. 'You can't buck the trend'. Yet such gradual changes are not unstoppable. They have, equally, the potential to fall back into stasis and the capacity to accelerate (as the 'thin end of the wedge') into something more drastic. 56 Gradual or evolutionary change thus gets a generally good, if not ecstatic, press. Yet it can prove disappointing, either through being too slow to have much effect, or through inadvertently opening the floodgates to other, undesired trends.
Studying the historical dimensions of Continuity/ Micro-change/ Revolution thus directs attention to their continual three-way interaction: a trialectical process that continues throughout History -an interlinkage of persistence/ momentum/ and turbulence that is as integral to Time as are height, depth and breadth to Space. 57 Here the term 'trialectics' is invoked as the core descriptor for three-dimensional history. It must be admitted that, as a descriptor, this terminology is far from common, although it can currently be found in application to a variety of fields, including logic, ecology, and planning theories. 58 But its gradual spread indicates a growing intellectual concern to escape binary models in many areas of intellectual endeavour. The advent of trialectical analysis may thus be becoming a trend in its own right -as time will either prove or disprove.
Returning to the diachronic and big longitudinal themes will further encourage interdisciplinary and cross-period collaboration between groups of researchers. Yet the need for inspiration and core input from the many individual scholars who fuel the study of History will remain vital. In fact, History as a discipline lends itself to research projects both by teams and by individuals. Hence increasing numbers of historians will, like me, have had experience of both. Teamwork is helpful for large-scale projects, especially for engaging experts from different disciplines. Nonetheless, studies by individual historians, working on their own (within the context of the wider discipline), are likely to remain the most common form of output (an interesting continuity).
Moreover, while the study of History certainly prizes the scrutiny of many sources and their accurate use, convincing interpretations are not by any means correlated with the quantity or even the quality of the research data deployed. Ultimately, it's the quality of the sustained arguments, backed by relevant evidence, which counts. And that quality will be tested by historical debates, which test ideas as promulgated not only within one generation but also between generations of analysts over time.
Combining an awareness of the interlinked powers of Continuity, Gradual Change, and Radical Discontinuity in past times makes it possible to offer limited predictions for the future. It will contain an ever-changing and always interactive admixture of continuity, momentum, and turbulence. Thus some things will remain the same (such as the laws of 57 For more on historical trialectics, see CORFIELD P. 
